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Do you walk, bike,
or take transit on
Aurora Ave?

Help us improve safety
for all Aurora travelers!

™7 Aurora Kig
17 - BFEB1THE
S SRAL ARG ?
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Introduction

Together King County Metrand SDOd&re working to develop

a refreshed planning and design study for Aurora thae will
evaluate new design options for the corridor as well as
extension and upgrade options for the RapidRide E Line. This
project is funded witta WSDOT Pedestrian and Bicycle Program
grant received in 202&nd fromKing County Metro and the

Levy to Move Seattle.

Between July and October 2022, the Seattle Department

of Transportation (SDOT) launchibe first phase of community
engagement for the Aurora Ave Project. This initial phase
includedrelationship building with community leaders, local
businesses, anksidents as well as launchititge Aurora Ave N
Safety Planning Survew multrlangua@ survey to help SDOT
better understand ways to improve safety for people walking,
rolling, biking, driving and taking transialongAurora Ave

This report presents findings from ti#arora Ave N Safety
Planning Survewhich gathered input fror2,082 unique
respondentsand was available in Chinese, English, Korean,
Spanish, Tagalog, Tigrinya, and Viethamese.

The surveywaspromoted throughin-person outreach,
partnershipswith communityorganizationsandleaders and
engagindocal and multicultural mediautlets.
Digitaltacticssuch asmailoutreach social media ads, and
digitaladswere also used to targetsidentsalong Aurora Ave
viaretargeting(utilizing web browser data to rshow the same
ad across different platforms)

geotargeting(serving impressions to audience members within
a certain zip code or locatiordnd geofencingserving
impressions to audience members based on demographic
criteria).
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Executive Summary
Overall, the survey focused pn

1. Understandinghow, when, and for whapurposespeopleuse theAurora Ave N/State Route 99

corridor.

2. Identifyingthe types ofsafety and mobilitymprovementsthat are importantfor peoplewalking,
biking, and drivinghrough Aurora Ave I$tate Route 99 corridor
3. Identifyingareas ofimprovementfor public transit, specifically-Ene/RapidRide service

H

Identifyingkeycrossing locationsn Aurora Ave N/State Route 99 corridor.

5. The most relevant values and challenges to considezn planning and designinthe gudy for

the Aurora AveProject

2,082 people responded to the survey. Of thes@®82 identified their ethnicityas follows 73% white,

1% Native Hawaiian or Pacific Island@8 Latinda), 14% Asiar}% Black?2%Indigenous/First People of
the Americas2% Middle Eastern and 6% said they identified themselves othefdstcipation is

almost equal between men §6) and women (47%Yost respondents identifietheir agebetween 26

¢ 45 years old (56%), and with no disabilities (88%) as defined by the Americans with Disabilities Act.
(SeeDemographicg who did we talk togedion for in-depth demographidata).

In the survey, lte mainimprovement identifiedoy respondentds safety infrastructure fopeople
walkingandbiking For examplesidewalkssignalized and marked crossingadphysical separation
from motorizedtraffic. Another area of improvement respondents prioritizeat@lision reduction
measureghat address speeding and high traffic.

These areas of improvement are also highlighted in the egpesied response¥eywordssuch as
Gol f 1€z aarRBHAIfi1a%e | o/ R gLV parEdipants in the open

ended responsesinda 0 A 1 S €

Iy Rveréniehtibred 62 &S & 6 2 NRa & dzOK |+ &

GFFadée +FyR &aLISSRehryMetimesSNE YSYyUiA2y SR

Thetop transit improvements identified by respondents amdated tothe lack of bus connectivity and

the location of currenbus stoys.

In terms of crossing locations, tie130th Stcrossingvas identified by the respondents hsth one of
the busiest and most avoided crosswal®herbusy and most usecrossing locations identified athe
N 85th St and Bridge Way dfossings. \Wile the other most avoidectrossingsarethe N 125th StN

46th St, andN 85th Stcrossings

Regarding improvements indirectly related to road infrastructure, most respondents expressed social
concernslike personal safetynd crime as the main issue that neetts be addressed. This feedback

will be considered as we evaluate corridor designs ahdred withthe Seattle Police Department and

the Human Services Department who have ongoing efforts to address theseisswgs on the

corridor.

Additional community feedback will be solicitddring the future phases of the Aurora Ave Project t
shape the future vision of the corridor and transit services. We will consider this feedback alongside
data and technical recommendations as we develop design options.
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Qurvey Audiences

SDOTs interested in feedback from everyone who Exhibit Al:population on Auro@a Aveproject area

walks, bikes, rides the bus, drives, travels and/or
lives withinand beyondhe project areaHowever,
to better understand the needs efveryone along
the Aurora Ave Nbtate Route 99 corridor, SDOT
identified 5 audiencesegments Theyare, in no
particular order:

Segmentl: Harrison St to N 38th St
Segment2; 38th St to Winona Ave N
Segment3: Winona Ave N to N 85th St
Segmentd: 85th St to N 115th St
Segments: 115th Stto N 145th St

= =4 =4 4 A

145th St to Mountlake Terrace was also an area of
focus, specifically for the E Line assessment.

According to the American Community Survey
2020(5-year Series: 2018020) about 84,000
people live in the project are@xhibit A). 35.4%
of them live in and aroundSegment 1specifically
around McGraw St & Nickerson($ablel).
Segment 2epresentsaround20%of the project
areapopulation SegmenB representsl3.53%,
Segment 4epresentsl 2% and Segment 5
representsl 9%

These 5 segments are multigenerational, with
median ages ranging from 29 to 50 (Table Al). On
average the age across the project area is 35 years
old, with 51% female and 49% male (Table Al).
Ethnically, 70% of the projectea identifesas

white only. Segments 4 and 5 are more diverse,
while segments 2 and 3 are predominantly white
(Exhibit A2).

N 145TH ST

z»

Segment 5

Population
15,9391 19%

Segment 4

Population
10,057 | 12%

Segment 3

Population
11,334 | 14%

Segment 2
[

Population
16,803 | 20%

Segment 1
[

Population
29,784 | 35%
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Exhibit A2:Aurora Aveproject ethnicity, overall and by segment

Population Ethnicity in Aurora Ave Project Area,
overall and by segment

Overall project area 69% 4% 13% 6% 7%

Segment 1 69% 2% 18% 5% 6%

Segment 2 79% b 7% ES A

Segment 3 75% Y. 9% 8% 6%

Segment 4 59% 3% 19% 5% 12%
Segment 5 63% 12% 13% 1% 7%
W White alone M Black or African American
W American Indian and Alaska Native Asian Alone

W Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander W Other Race Alone

M2 or More Races Wl Hispanic or Latino

Median household incomalong the corridoin past 12 months (inflatioladjusted dollars to last year of

5-year range) is $105,722.40. Around Segment 5, from N 107 St to N 130th St, and around Segment 4,
from N 95th St to N 107th St, the median income is $55,440.00, 48% leshéhaverage of the project

area. Conversely, around Segment 3, from N 50 St to Winona Ave N, and Segment 4, from Green Lake Dr
N to N 85th St, median income is $143,089.50, 32% higher than average (Table 1).
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Table T1lproject areademographics

Median
Household
Income in
Population past 12

Project . SRNEETES . Total Female Male

Segment

Median Age

( is to locate where is . : : of Total

Population  population population

Aurora Ave)

(1) Harrison StN

months*

38th St Denny Way to Roy $t 3358 1,124 2,234 28.7 $130,504
(1) Harrison StN  McGraw St Nickerson St 6460 3,253 3,207 ong R
38th St [
@ Hggt'ﬁosnt SEN' \ 34th St N 42nd St 3517 1,868 1,649 298 $122,422.00
@ Hggt'ﬁc’snt SEN | N 3ath st N 38 St 3257 1,511 1746 31.4 $126.380.00
@ Hggt'ﬁosnt SEN | N 38th SeN 41 St 3401 1,837 1,564 33 $98,013.00
& ”Sgt'?s"t St | RoyS - Crockett St 3109 1,264 1,845 29.5 $131,904.00
@ Hggt'ﬁosnt SEN ighland D McGraw St 3021 1,273 1,748 314 $113,913.00
@ Hggt'ﬁc’snt StN Roys - Highland Df 3661 2,106 1,555 35.7 $98,776.00
(2) N 38th St N 42nd St N 50 S 4397 2307 2,090 31.9 $105,053
Winona Ave N
(BN £t 55 N 50th St N 70th S{ 4370 2,275 2,095 40.2 $107,702.00
WinonaAve N
(2) N 38th St | N 50 St Winona Ave N 3660 1,960 1,700 36.8 $136,940.00
Winona Ave N
BN £ 5 | N 41 St N 50 St 4376 2,394 1,082 31 $108,022.00
Winona Ave N
(3) Winona Ave N | Green Lake Dr NN 85th
¢ N 85th St St 6129 3,140 2,989 37.1 $149,239.00
(3) Winona Ave N
¢ N 85th St N 70 St N 85 S{ 5205 2,531 2,674 35.9 $122,813.00
(4) N 85th SEN | N 95th St N 107th St 4998 2,922 2,076 36.1 $77,791.00
115th St
(4) N85th Stc N | N 85th St N 95th Si 5059 2,373 2,686 30.7 $95,885.00
115th St
(5) N 115th St
N 145th St | N 137th St N 145th St 2943 1,405 1,538 35.1 $101,897.00
(5) N 115th St
N S N 107 St N 130th St 5374 2,894 2,480 46.3 $75,472.00
(5) N 115th St
N 145th St N 107 St N 130th St 3739 2,366 1,373 50.4 $33,089.00
(5) N 115th St
= | N 107 St N 137th St 3883 2,123 1,760 $79.850.00

83917 42,926 40,991 35.04 $105,722.40

SourceOwn elaboratiorbased on datdrom American Community Survey 2020
(5-year Series: 2018020)
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Key Findings

Participation Of2,082surveyrespondents1,970took itin English40in Spanish30 in Korean
16in Vietnameseand 16 in Chinese.

0 Survey feedback was provided by a diverse population that represents the
demographics of the overall project area. (Exhibik.

ResidencyNearly tweothirds of the respondents live in the project area, specificallgegment
1 (29.7%) and Segment 5 (27.1%).

Travelbehavior. Overall, walking (7.8%) or biking (5.9%) alone are the least commonly travel
mode among respondents.

0 18.5% take the bus.

0 64.2% use other motor vehicles to travel.

0 Among respondents traveling eyglay more than once a day along the corridor, the
most common way of going around are motor vehicles (62%), bus (18%), and walking
(11%) (Exhibit A2).

Priority improvements:Overall, other than social concermqysicakafety improvements for
people walking are the most identified by respondent®.726)
(Exhibit AT3).

(5

0 20.6% identified collision reduction.
o0 16% identifiedgeneral infrastructurémprovementssuch asbetter lighting physical
separation between the road amkedestrian and biketsamong others.

Public transit:Most respondents ride the E Line (59.2%). Nearly-thirel ride it sporadically
(27.9%) and 16.1% ride it frequently. Lack of connectivity and bus stop location® anaiith
transit service improvements identify by respondents

0 Mostrespondentg58%) say they might consider using it when connections to Shoreline
and Mountlake Terrace become available in 2024.

Avoided crossingsSpeeding vehicles nearossingocations at Aurora Ave is the main reason
(50.7%) for avoiding crossing, according to respondents.

Who said what Exhibit AT4 only shows where and whahallenges and improvements
respondents able to track along key questions (residenchidlenges identiéd on the
corridor) expressed

0O o
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Exhibit AT1:project area ethnicity and survey participation ethnicity

Project area ethnicity and survey participation ethnicity

ispani i 7%
Hispanic or Latino - 89%

N 5%
2 or More Races 0%

0%
Other Race Alone h 8.0%

0%
1.0%

- 13%
Asian Alone - 14%

1%
2.0%

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander

American Indian and Alaska Native

1%
1%

. 69%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Black or African American

B Project Area B Survey Participation

To visualize the data, we grouped sekntified "East Asian, South Asian, and Southeast Asian"
respondents into "Asia@nly"; and included selflentified "Middle Eastern" respondents into "Other
Race Only." We did not include the option "2 or more races" in our survey.

Exhibit AT2: transportation system of daily travelers along Aurora Ave N/State Route 99 corridor

Travel mode for people traveling everyday more than once a day on
Aurora Ave

11% 7%
M Bicycle

M Bus

M Car/truck/delivery/or other
motor vehicle

Other

BWWalk

62%
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Exhibit AT3: safety improvements and banges respondents would like to sedong Aurora Ave
N/State Route 99 corridor.

What other safety improvements or changes would you like to see
along the Aurora Ave N/State Route 99 corridor that are not
mentioned above?

4%

9.8%

16% .

20.6%

22.7%

M Social concerns (personal safety, criminal activity, M Collision reduction
homelessness, sex workers, enforcement, etc.) (lower speed, signal improvements, etc.)

B Transit Improvements and Connections
(cleaner units/transit stations; more bus
connectivity andnobility/bus lanes, etc.)

M General Infrastructure Safety
(visibility, signs, lights, lane use, etc.)

B Pedestrian Safety and Accessibility
(crossing, protected sidewalks, footbridge,
overpass/pedestrian tunnel, etc.)

W Other (urban planning, recreation areas, etc.)

Bike Safety and Mobility M N/A (did not provide input)
(protected barrier, bike lanes, etc.)
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Exhibit AT4: safety improvements or changealong the Aurora Ave N/State Route 99 corridor
identified by respondent residence

TOP CHALLENGES IDENTIFIED BY
RESPONDENT’'S RESIDENCY

EAGLESMERE

SEAVIEW |WEST SEATTLE

SEATTLE, WOODLAND...

LYNNWOOD

DOWNTOWN REDMOND
BELLEVUE SQUARE|DOWNTOWN
NORTH ADMIRAL | WEST SEATTLE
HIGH POINT | DELRIDGE
SOUTHEAST MAGNOLIA
SODO|DOWNTOWN

WOODLAND PARK|GREEN LAKE

WESTLAKE|CASCADE

WEST QUEEN ANNE|QUEEN..

VICTORY HEIGHTS |LAKE CITY
UNIVERSITY DISTRICT
SEWARD PARK|RANIER VALLEY
SEATTLE (98133, 98146,
MINOR|CENTRAL AREA
MANN|CENTRAL AREA
LOYAL HEIGHTS|BALLARD
GEORGETOWN
EASTLAKE|CASCADE
CBD|DOWNTOWN

BRYANT
BELLTOWN|DOWNTOWN
ATLANTIC|CENTRAL AREA
ADAMS|BALLARD

RIVERVIEW | DELRIDGE
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M Biker Safety and Mobility
(protected barrier, Bike lanes
etc)

M Collision reduction (lower
speed, signal improvements,
etc.)

M General Infraestructure Safety
(visibility, signs, lights...)

Pedestrian Safety and
Accessibility (crossing,
protected sidewalks,
footbridge, overpass &
pedestrian tunnel, etc.)

M Social concerns (personal
safety, crime, homelessness,
sex workers, enforcement,
etc.)

M Transit Improvements and
Connections (cleaner
units/transit stations; more
bus connectivity and
mobility/bus lanes, etc.)



Survey Goals

The following survey goals anchored study:

1. Recognize how community members get around Aurora Ave and for what purpose

2. ldentify priority safety improvements for people walkirmcycling,and driving on Aurora

Avenue.

3. Identify potential transit service improvements and connections on Aurora Avenue.

4. Identify keycrossing locations on Aurora Ave N/State Route 99 corridor
TheAurora Ave N Safety Planning Surg&gpendix Ajvas developed witlthese goalsn mind Among
the 30 surveyquestions 20 focused orsafetyfor all travelers along the corridoirheremaining10
guestionswere demographic questiorte helpshapethe equity ofthis project and let us knowhere
we need more engagement

Specifically, thesurveyquestionsthat help usaccomplistthe survey goals aras follows:
1. Recognize howommunity members get around Aurora Ave and for what purpose.
a. How often respondents travel along Aurora Av@l
b. Why do respondenttaketransit on Aurora Ave?Q4& Q8
c. Where do respondents go wheakingtransit on Aurora Ave?Q7
d. How do respondents getround Aurora Ave?Q3& Q20
e. When do respondents travel along Aurora Av€Xs & Q6
2. ldentify priority safety improvements for people walkirm¢ycling,and driving on Aurora
Avenue.
a. Safety overall Q19 & Q25
b. Safety improvements for peopigalking Q10 Q11& Q16
c. Safety improvements for people bicyclir@l2& Q13
d. Safety improvements for people drivin@18& Q19(corresponding category)
3. Identify potential transit service improvements and connections on Aurora Avenue
a. lIdentifiedE line ridersQ20, Q21& Q23
b. Transit improvementgmpactsin ridership Q22
c. Features recognizeabout RapidRideServiceQ24
4. ldentify key crossing locations on Aurora Ave N/State Route 99 carridor
a. Crossingjuestions Q17, Q14 & Q15.

Methodology and Statistical Significance

f The survey was available online between 20 ¢ October 7, 2022.

1 The survey waavailable in Chinese, English, Korean, Spanish, Tagalog, Tigrinya, and
Vietnameseand was promoted by #person outreach along the five segments of the corridor,
and by digital tactics covering the project area and beyond.

1 Neighborhood categorization wasade according tanitedstateszipcodes.ompatabase.

1 With 2082participantswe have a maximum confidence interval of 2% at
95% confidence level.

12| AURORA AVE N SAFBIAMNING SURVEY FINDINGS REPORT














































































